5 July 1976 

Dear Weisberg: You are an odd fish; probably no odder than I am my- 
self jbut that is scarcely any basis for a dialogue. 

You say you would like to engage in such but can't; then you proceed 
to treat me to another long monologue, the gist of which in your 
first letteryaccuses me of having my own "unintended and unrecogniz- 
ed pious shit '"the sum total of the two denigrates what the Hollywood 
10 was trying to do in 1947, accuses us of being essentially stupid 
since we didn't use YOU as a research man concerning the HUAC 
members , and being even stupider than that in not knowing how to 
fight that ineffable outfit, which you of course knew how to do. 

Perfait me to disagree with almost everything you say, in both 
letters . You do not address yourself to my contention that we 
were a landmark case- NOT because we were "rich" (which some of 
us most definitely were not) and NOT because we had wide public 
support- which we most definitely did not- but because we DID 
challenge the committee on constitutional grounds, which nobody 
else had ever done before^ or has done since. 


Since us, -everybody had been content to invoke the 5th, and 
stay out of jail. And I think this is correct, because we 
demonstrated, through our case, that the 1st Amendment was a dead 
duck in this land. And it still is. Not one single case invoking 
the 1st Amendment has ever been decided by the Supreme Court since 
the Jehovah's Witness case, on which we relied: West Virginia vs. 
Barnett , 1943 . 

Thank you for aaying that what I aay is "still a HollywofcTd com- 
ment." Whatever that may be!. No. doubt you know a lot more about 
Freed and Mark Lane than I do. I never met the former. I spent two 
weeks in the company mi the latter in Leipzig in 19^1, at an 
international documentary and shortfilm festival. I got NO such 
impression from $iim as you present to me; to the contrary. And 
certainly no man hoping to make a legal or any kind of careertfor 
himself would act as a judg;e of a film festival in the German 
Democratic Republic. And work at it. And work 24 hours a day at 
it for a week. For NOTHING. Because, neither did he get any inter- 
national publicity out of it. except attacks- in the West. 

You bting up Warren Hxnckle and talk pf him as though you respected 
him- he "was conned. "vWhat I# know of Hinckle, he is a crook of 
purest ray serene, a phony from way back, an opportunist and a fraud. 

I mentioned my son, not my grandson; why do you refer to both? I 
have two grandsons, neither of is connected with' Hollywood. 

Also, I am bored with your condescension to me, in particular, 
including such phrases as "you deceived yourself .. .perhaps cpnned..." 
and "you may not be able .to. recognize as a very bad Schweiker 
report." 


I cannot send you Dmytryk's. address-; why would I have it ? If you 
wrote to him care The Screen Directors' Guild, Hollywood, Calif , and 
threatened suit, you might, .get some sort of statement out of b-im that 
would answer at least one of your questions. There are lawyers who 
take damage suits on contingency,: but since you are not asking for 
any money- TEut for your files- it. might be hard to "find such. 



